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1) From pp, 2 to 8 Finck talks about his qualifications in the field 
of pathology, *ct. This all was so that the court would accent 

him as an expert in the field of forensic pathology* note the 
court’s reply?" ...and that he can give his opinions in that field." 
Very Senterastingi Had this been Humes, who was far from an expert 
in the field of forensic pathology, would ha have peea permitted 
to testify and give his opinions about the wounds? I would 
certainly at least expect endless debate over this had he gotten to 
court. Imagine, the man in charge of the President’s autopsy not 
able to give testimony in court* Poes this shed any light on why 
a man like Kunes was chosen for the job? 

2) On page 10 note the court ruling on FincK's reading directly 
from his notes. The judge is right here and this would bo expected. 

Remember, however, that when Bunas testified before the Commission 



he read directly from the autopsy and supplemental re oorts* why was 
he allowed to do this? 

3) I will say things about the measurements referred to on page 
12 later* Finck mentions the abrasion on page 13 and this is a 
pretty sure sign of entrance* 

4) Finck answers a question that, as an expert, he has an opinion 
on whore the bullet exited (p* 17} itfhafc is it Ins ad on? '*! have seen 
the shirt of President Kennedy. *’ First of all, ha had no way 
of substantiating anything about the slits and his bit about “co- 
agulated blood' 1 is sheer fantasy; the whole shirt is drenched In 
blood so it oeans nothing. Finck should not have been permitted 
to testify to this because there was no proof that ha ever saw the 
shirt or that it was the ode worn by JFK* Why didn’t Qser object 
before Finck had a chance to shovel this shit down the throats if 
the jury? He’s made soma pretty silly objections before like when 



Djrmond called Frazier "Dr. Frazier", 

5) On page 21 , Finck explains C3 3^5 and points out that on it, the 
back wound Is higher than the neck wound. I say now as I always 
have, what difference did It stake to him. If it wc .3 lower, there 
still could have been a neck path; the position of the wound has 

no bearing on a through and through path-- unless that path must 
be travelling downward. 

6) At 22 to 23 Finck says something which is detrimental to his 

whole case. He says that the great value of the bapruder film was 
that it established the sequence of the shots, the head shot 

came after the back wound. He says, "I remind you that at the time 

" of the autopsy we stated that we could not determine the sequence 

~ - '**'••* ' W-. . .-■»* i J .. - ~ vOl.a^.j* S L> a. -.Jti ni ^1. - p. ; . 1*0^' ^ - A 

story which was the essence of his pei^jury about the contusion to 
the ap^x of the right lung. At 2 H 36 ?~ 368 f Humes says that the 
wounds or vhe incisions on the body showed no evidence of bruise bo 



ha assumed they were made at a time when the President 1 a respiration 
was agonal and his circulation seriously embarrassed so that he could 
not take bruises* He goes on to say that this is what - him to 
think that the bruises to the top of the luny were caused while the 
heart and lungs were dtill operating thus permitting a bruise* Thus 
he concluded the contusion in the neck was not the result of the 
tracheotomy. fell* he must also have concluded that it was 
caused before the head wound when the heart and lungs were still 
functioning ina way to permit a bruise. Thus ho must have known th 5 
order of the shots. Finck s^ys no* Does this indicate much 
confusion about the lung bruises? Also note that Humes testified 
these bruises were photoyrnohed(2H363) but the Panel lists no auch 
pictures, tfhy were they not shown to the qualified panel? This 



gives me tentative reason to suspect that the bruising was Indicative 
of somethin? other than what they make it seem. .^.indicative 

"i 2 n pas3 27 U is <l ult ® that D-25 Is CIS 400. not the back 

of face sheet of 39 7» Harold seemed to think this but it could not 

03 SO 4 

8 ) At 34 to 35 he says that the bullet which struck the head 
•disintegrated, " Apparently he cans to this conclusion from ssein the 
many dust-like fragments on. the X-rays. If it disintegrated, *hen 

haV3 ^ ro<itt ® ed aa 3Xit - toVLnd suoh as he had just 

fcastif isd to* iloxa on ills later, 

9) Jlnok makes a fatal qualification at 38 to 39. He says that his 
opinion regarding the direction of the projectile is firmt through 
the head) but then he adds 11 As far as entry and exit are concerned." 
now about the rest of the head wounds? At 39 , he repeats the word 

disintegrated so that his first use of it was not accidental, 

41) dote again on 4i that "rfhen we signed the autoosy report, we 
did not know the sequence of shots," If so, then they were puzzled 
by i,ne bruising. This is not to suggest that the force of a bullet 
old not cause that contusion because it had to for certain reasons, 
° U \ I wonder if it were consistent with what they say it was, 

11 } .it 7 > i'iuCji leaves open tne question of whether hs actually 
saw sue total body X-rays, He says", , .nothing from the radiologist ■ 
who looked at the irhole body X— ray films, I have rsouested as there 
was no . whole bullet remaining in the cadaver of the "president., 

1-'; On that same page he repaets, " , ,.l have never had any doubt, any 
question that it was a through-and- through wound of the head with 
d is integration of the bullet . " 

13; Page 48 is a beaut J We get Flnck's sworn word that he was not 
• running the show.” Who could have put it better? What he reveals 
about Humes is even, more important, a thoroughly persuasive reason 
to reject tne wnolo autopsy* Humes testified that he was assigned to 
conduct and supervise" the autopsy (2H348) . when Finck is asked if 
Humes was running the show, hs says, "Jell, I heard Dr. Humes stating 
that — ne said ,! ^o Is in charge here?" and I heard an Army General I 
don't remember his name, stating, 5, I am," You must understand that 
in those circumstances, there were law enforcement officers, military 
people with various ranks, and you have to coordinate the operation “ 
to directions . *' dell , apparently, Humes i-fasa* t supervising. 
His saying "rfho is in charge here* sometime after the “thing was in 
progress, at least after the brain was removed, suggests that Humes 
was frustrated in that he was not being permitted to do something he 
wanted to do. On 49 we learn that this Army Gener*’! was not even a 
docotr. 

14) He admits that he arrived after the brain had been removed. On 

50 tnis is. Then on 51 he says "I made a positive identification 
ci cot., wwuiius ad wounds of entry." This seems to have been his 
only function— they should have called him to the Oswald line-ups 
too, he seems like such an expert in positive identifications that 
ma^se the gov't happy. Same page, he repeats that '“hey did not 

snow the sequence of the shots. There must be some point in his 
constant emphasis of this. 

15) Same page ( 51 ) he admits that the "small autopsy room" was quite 
crowded." At 52 comes the clincher. He did not/ feel he had~to take 
orders from the Army General because there were Admirals there as 
well, ilhan ho says this, "...and when you are a Lieutenant Colonel 
in the Army you just follow orders, ,. " you wonder just what a farce 
tnis whole autopsy was. This should have been pressed but I w^ 11 
come back to it later. 

71} I an inclined to go along with Finck that the actual wound wa 3 
higher than depicted on the face sheet— nobody described it that low; 
all sia it was in the soft part of the shoulder. Hilt Helpem says 
in waere Death Delights that this bit with the face sheet is "trivia". 



that these drawings are never meant to be accurate* I partially 
agree with him. True, the mark is clearly in a body part other than'"*' 
the neck, but it still wouldn«t be that low down, 

17 ) ^change Is most interesting; X would- like to .know where he 

put the mark on Weggman*s shirt. The mark ' was mate* at p. U where 
he was told to mark the approximate location. I would imagine that 
ne martfsd^ an aera too high to accent a downward -angle. This would 
explain all his evasion hers to avoid testifying that he mark on 
^eggman was the exact area.* Finck here .makes ,a foal out of Oser 
by seeming to comply with his request but saying "approximate 1 * in- 
stead Oi “exact'* and "area" instead of “point,” 

IS) On page ?6 S note how Flnck with ruler in hand was forced to say 
14cm equals approx. 3 and a half- Inohes fexaotly. that, in fact). Earlier 
he hac bean willing to say only 5 inches. This is mino^. At 7? 

Oser* s question Is worded wrong. Moving the head left or rivht would 
not aujrer the. horizontal plans of- the mastoid and thus would “not 

greatly affect the measurement* Ha should have said ^movirts: head 

pa c hvard pr* t > 0 - " " 

IV Ai L 91 to 92 * ?lttck sa ? s he does not recall making any notes during 
the autopsy | that Dr* Boswell was making thsnotes* I think this may 
he Perjury as evidenced later. Will come back to it. Valuable info 
In Finok s assertion that the the autopsy report was signed in the 
office Oi Admiral Galloway on the 24th* He says prior to that 
reviewed the draft(which one) with Humes* When was this. It ha&^to 
have been Sunday since Humes said he wrote the fir it draft Sunday 
morning. 92 to 93 Is interesting and is evidence of perjury on someone 
P<aj. says iJSSSEXX the final autopsy report was based on a report 

Humes ¥ had prepared through the night * I should say through Saturday* 
tne 2 jrd of November* and ho worked on this* and be read over to me 
what he had prepared, * Hither way* this contradicts what Humes test- 
ified to oefere the WG about writing the first reoort on Sunday. 

Does this mean there was even another report? 

20) Page 9 6 s Here is the perjury* Now Finchs story is that both 
Humes and Boswell were taking notes— this he makes clear* He adds 
that he too may have written down measurements. Earlierfp. 92} he 
said only Boswell was takiah notes. 

^1} At 'jy r, r 1 incK says tnat Soil c way was the (or a } source of the 
*3 shots were heard* bit*. Also note that Flock talked to Admiral 
BurkLey at the autopsy-— they msut have known about anterior neck 
wound then. At 100 we learn that Galloway was present during the 
autopsy* As Dick's notes indicate, the sources Flick indicates 
did not hear 3 shots* Likewise* at 101 to 102, Finck says he knew 
of Connally * s wounds at the time of autopsy because it was reported 
by the news media* — he must also have known about the front neck. 

%%{ ^ Finck again says the head bullet ^disintegrated. 11 

23J Comments at 107 are sheer fantasy. Finck* s non-answer "at times 
L; done” is true only because his autopsy report set the precedent* 
Having not oeen at tne scene i. had to get information from somebody 
else. What kind of info? Come on now, Finckle* It was your job to 
estaolis, t tne info. Isn^t that the purpose of a medico— legal autopsy? 
You wrere supposed to tell them what happened* not the othei' way around. 

At 114 we get a nice clear statement at last. He personally 
talked to Surkiey-— no douct now* Hxs third souses Galloway who 
was referring to a third witness* I do not believe this at surface 
va^ie. If Galloway wanted 3 snots, he would have told Flack so as 
apparently he did though I doubt he had a witness to substantiate it* 

25) -v* 115 is a lot to swallow but it is welcome food from the man 
wno has so long starved us* He first refuses to disclose why he did 
not dissect the track in the neck because "This leads us into the 

records." “HAT? A refusal to answer because 
something will oe disclosed means that something is covered up* For— 



tunately, Ooei? was wi s 0 snou^h to ‘D^’rsue t !j . 1 ^ uu ■&* 1 

« ifSSfSSSw 

I recall, the head and chest..* oscr w'ShSoMlv i as 

•Se of, d^th”°"Le " X h ? d «“ 

&s?;jsr; s&rrs&r 

fz/iT^? nx?/zji s^s^tisasr 3 - 
ssrc^&: •a^Mr.^.v"-- & w %z %£ he 

M?4“?’" “ ,7 ’ * h *“ 4id “* in^e J rcmoJiL r of 0 tS Sa2* °Sf n 3r° f 

Ct0 ^ answer questions like you spell »ia» a nd «ouf D »* 
wlth“J S!?S a ea?hf S 1 i 4 ll“ h Jf^ S .“' ; iri y ^"«™« compatible 

U -h*th euch L*-$£h 

thai* ne used an autopsy room probe in the back at Uo 

ha was confident that fere -were no l^ fS o£tlf S°?f<5 

”1 did not consider a dissection of the path ’ ■ S£t 19 * 

c - 

to know just ho» f^‘ -*11' ? *° uld L - e a-tre-nely important 

SST ^ * ®B® KK’ftTSf & 3S?S3S£ESKf.J\; 

SL A ‘f 1 ?L h h4? 7S *'lf?Hd ?? sltl ™ “««a«a« of entry in the 

■«t 121 to l»” 2 b:;t S« 2 h Sfo Purii ? s8? . Cr tll o ohlir Pdrpowe? Alai 

iy?i f M 

"it struck S°£r S bonfl4 S irwul!TSL : £h^£^ n2S '': Does this 
showed no evidence of it. Hecould t tf l\i %LTZ* tR ® x ~ rays 
about the X-rays showing fragment^ " l * h< * or Humes * i4 ' 

vocal’ folds ■r’mdV 331 ' 3 ?^‘ ab he dlda ** see the 

area." is he admlfinv th*rt£Se”S?.*S, 1 ?f t f ld ?. °^ th3 Tooal ?old 
And if he didn't this til3 iroRfc tha neck? 

in the oath through tf neck S5k£^ f ei th whQts o'*J 3 J 12 *> be nut 
area ( the the ^Vd^s^ot^i^?^ ?ff ln thl ® 

SSS-ha^hS^ S2 S?S d '^^i^^oSrrS of 

damage there and gotten the juda- S^nl £f J - °”L £ the r ab ? u * tha 
on the neck tract, .-it least fin- VV.T * oould ” oc testify 

Humes by Paerry ^ich i dofot ft^ chafc , infj relayed to 

x-y (men J. nouot. .-/hat a spectacle that would ava bean! 
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*'• tVo*L™ atolt 7 ?h= h ^t"'^cJ th S S u5> »h 8 n ^SrAod’ 

% a s&fivMS: as js sw* ■ 

/or and reliable -Info .on, it.., And.you did— it Msd1il»l and 
persuS this!’ WhiCh y ° U ***" means entrance . Oser should have 

g’sEE S^^L^g) ^ **£&? n0t thS -und described 

by Dallas surgeons? * 1 } ' Jld he se3 a ^und not described 

34) more on What puzzled F‘inck?-A definat^ =>r 4 -’*v in i-'ia aanv 

£*££■ and a bruise in the region ofdhe C ,v1 f.f 

h*V 3 outlined before, I' m sure teat Drui^^t; „ Ag 1 

in the region of the ’chest as I kno/S ^s'and^s ^ JoL teTf* 

r“- *«-» of - ths rl ^4hoSSS oo^cted 

: :r , r - chest Carinas a downward course vtfiioh would 
thlt he i'^Sf 0 " 8 ' n0t the front nec]c ' Here is Finck's admission 

35 ) Pa £ a 129 goes into the Important area of the position of the 

ask^d the t th« bodv^b^tr on fl his ba ' c!c w & en Pinok arrived and Plnck 
a f*'- Ba tnet the body be truned over so that be oorlf? «,»)«■. 

aSw^ 9 th Lf ntire °* daver * 1flas the body turned over before ^Pinok 
T^i7S T h ThlR may be a * 0od olua to when he arrived. On 130 

maasureaio!tS?“How IS it 1 hSid?" , Anith^^iSa^ t 5j l pin^ t ^50 t ^%h« 

fro-rth^mstoie ln? ^ y ^%Srdi^? tl0aU/ r3du »i n -? the aiataacb 

^he truth .was sqaexed out of the bastard, 1 “ 

37J rfotlee the hedging at 138-13? on who asked him to vi-w -ha 

- finally he blurts out Dardley whose 

afli S franl/ confounds me. What is -operation Autopsy-/ 

?• 1*? is prati sally unreadable. Ho «S 1 
again that Hlncklc saying that he did not see the wou'd deso^'beri hv 

I v & s~ ; - 

f'tj thlnk 152 is perjury. Questioned about the lack of 

^ h ^S< 1 d”v h d re ? 0 d 1 .d,, J ?"* lS d- hs «7».. *1 Mi r.ob a D S 

"xTl^rot 1 s”. f ?d* T LS« !f ;,“ol!y! * 

,i ~ * h r £ £™° 1 ' »»•?« 

w \ . Ll _ ice in tnz same place but here I a!a quite ^^rsuaded 

I I 4 a entrance# His statement in the au % a^ion b^for^ 

this w« imwjrded and paaioey and hers ha iJ I? 

described ^rDallSs S dJos* r fU®^, se “ ln - ths wound 

40) e |fit 8 ar a ? a ? S * ® n4 t ? iS ^‘ii^drthf oUnihSS . 07 thi ° 
neck g s ^f •*" 9 «*J 

doesn»c knovar because he had no way of maasu^in^ it 8 y f hw 

how can you give any testimony a/all on^e^el tS^! IS n, 
^,r ! 4 f A 03 “ r bad a chance which hs blew. d i ^ al - i 

caSa^at S dm ^® the head entrance was higher than shown on 

3.J at p. lo2. as manages to hem and haw hie way out of it 
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which .was to be expected* 

42) Mate Finck's evasion of the question about dissecting the scalp 

and micro. examination at p* l~d. This is very curious and ties in to 
a susoicxoTi I h as to why there is no record or histological ., 
slides from the nsrtohery of the big hole. * " • 

43) PP- 1 7 9 to 130- /111 bare to check on this but I think X-rays 

show things the same sizes that they really are since there is nothing 
such as lensen to divert the rays. Of course, there were no actual 
measurements on the cadaver ta compare but the 4 inch estimate is 
sound within at the most ^incb. Ho to also at 160 ia'inck says that a 
radiologist is the most qualified man to read X-rays# Morgan was a 
radiologist and I trust his observat ions* The .Panel wasn't about to 
intentionally ra lease info against the autopsy report and if they coz Id 
have* they would have toned down that measurement* 

44) Flock seems quite insistent that the wound tent mace) on the head 
was not as high as 4 inches above the POP* Since he already testfied 
that CHI 338 shows the wound too low, it must be somewhere in between- 
Watch out, however, because if it were 3 *99999 inches above .6GP, be would 

still be telli ng th e t ru tfc that -it- wasn 1 1 4 i nob es . ^ t rV . : ¥ , >, ■ , 

43) Icote p* IP 3 on failure to section the left side of brain. Saying 
that the most massive lesions wore on the right side does not justify 
failure to section* It does mean that the reware lesions to the left 
because we air » a ly to i ow th at — th ey w e re i n th e t o rm ( or s umably ) of centre 
coup damage* 

46) At 196 “ ? znc k rsass he believes that Humes sect toned the brain. If 
so, Humes per, fired on ibis point- Depends on what be means by sectioning 
microscopic sections or coronal sections* 

4?) At 197 to 193 Finck lets the cat out of the bag- He is trying 
deperat v lv tot to tell v/h at the rectangular structure is and evades the 
issue by saying that there ware many hone fragments in the head w There 
are numerous bona fragments produced by this explosive force in the head 
1 e ad i nip to many bone f r n n t s and I c an * t positively id en t i f y this 
struct ur~ you are referring to.” Then on 198 Oser seizes on this and 
directly asks if any bone fragments were found in the brain* tr I don't 
recall . [ * 

43) At 198 to 199 Pinch perjures himself. Speaking of the brain he 
says* M To the bast of my recollection it was not sectioned-'^ On 196 
he testified to tho exact opposite* 

4 9} ?* 199 1 3 one th ing a 1 s e wh i eh I’d I i ke t o sh ova f * o ,? vt A nectar's 



throat* 
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-t na diu not uu a conoid 
that 



r o got h t horou™h r cop p reh eneiye ,* 



aii cop by • na c alt 

and 



Specter’s line to USIAA 

n u al if led au ton ny rs -or t • ” Ifh at b utter r r f at a t i o n c an w a give him 
than Finck* e own confession? 'At. 299 he says there were supplemental 
reports# Thera was only one and that ia incomplete just by using Flock's 
previous nullifying statements* lie said that bee -use the left half of 
the brain w^s not examined the auto sy was incomplete. lie implies that 
the left half was examined later but the supo* reoort says that it - 
wasn't an d tb a t coronal sections w*r e not t aka n * 

50) Mote once nor--, on p. 293 that Finck usz3 ths word "disintegrated# 
i?t ■reference to the head bullet. — — *- 

21 ) To * 299 to 219 c^n be exudes sod no better than lick has put it in 
his no ten. 
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Porceeding for 2 / 23 / 69 * * • ■ 

I) Ah) Hers is a good line which ISve been waiting to get. See lines 
19 f f . on p. 3, Fincl? says "WTien there are so amny fractures in so 
aany directions producing so many lines and fragments in the bona...'' 

This is something X was always pretty sure of. Now loo'? at CEs Sol and 
862 , the reconstructed skulls . There are hardly no graoture lines 

6n thorn— just a f aw long ones — not even the ‘'multiple criss-crossing 
fractures'* Humes describes. And this is on an ols ‘brittle skull. 

X take this as a strong indication the the HC did not produce the 
head wound. . 

2} i/ow! ! i On page 4- he reveals that Galloway told him to put in 
"presumably" in reference to the skull entrance. Continued on 5, he 
makes this even more explicit. This has much significance but hold 
it in mind. 

J) The questioning leading up to revealing the name Kinney on p, 6 
suggests that Finnic is trying to suppress Kinney 1 s -same. Also on 

6 Hinok repeats Humes* line "Who is in charge here?” with the *1 am” 
from the mysterious General, Finck* a cop-out to “over— all supervision 11 
does not make sense to me 

4) On 7 i he says that a Brigadier General of the Air Force -was in the 
room. What was he doing there. Was it a military reunion? Paying 
his last respects? I seek ar: explanation, for the presence of sc 

• much brsa in that room, 

5) Interesting info it 11 to 12. Finck spent sever:'.! hours with the 
other two at Bethesda on the 2^th. Also on 12- note his response to 
who there lie ogre - with everything in the autopsy r >ort — • M 2sr»ntially 
X do,'* Translated— “There are things with which X ! o not agree. * Oasr 
should have pinned Finch down on this point. 

6) Page 13* Hedlreet Exam. Did anyone, give him orders as to what 

opinions he should render in the report? "No." Would he have accepted 
orders as to vrhat professional opinions he should render? "Ho,'* Bull, 
bull j 3TJLL! } ? The prof*' is In the transcript! Remember pp. t, and 5 
where Galloway made. him. put in "presumably"? He tms ordered and he 
accepted the order. He testified that he was positive that was an 
entrance wound and the insertion of "prssirw.bl eh nr. ed his professional 

opinion and endagoru the integrity of his report— especially in a court 
of laws he must have known this. Apert from the substance of that 
question, he accepted orders not to dissect— something which he knew 

he had to do. 

7) Pages 15 to 16 are great— they reveal too much for poor Finck and 
they corroborate what I earlier expected from this testi”oiy. 

First off , he says that he found the wound in the back. This was 
Implied .Phan ha says that he first asked for the body to t* turned 
over. Tres important lei. If the body had not been turned over, 
how the noli could they have seen a bullet hols to the back of the 
head unless it was at tna top of the head. They could lift the head, 
to a very limited degree because of post-mortem rigidity. Observe 
the answer to lid he get the total body X-ray, They waited for them 
biit they were interprtefcted by the radiologist. He told the docs 
that there was no bullet in the body. This aakes.it clear. Finck 
never saw the total body X-rays. He was told that there was no 
bullet in the body. Has the radiologist ^controlled* like the 
autopsy surgeons were? Shis adds weight to ay contention that 
part of the front, neck bullet dropped clown the trachea. If so, it 
would net have been visible on th3 X-rays which Finck saw — only on 
the ones he didn’t see. 

3) On p. 17 the bit about uneaessary mutilation of the cadaver is 
nonsense. That is not a concern of the pathologist especially when 
they are brought in a body with half a head. . . about the usual 
"X" cut to the thorax. They did this. On to 18, Finck says he did no 





extensive dissection along the bullet path. This means he did less 
than expensive dissection. Note how he even evades defense questioning 
on the need to dissect. He finally says that he doesn't Jmow, If . 
a_ss33ction 'ms necessary* This should be enough to T-iis the 
laughing stock of every forensic pathologist In the world. 'The 
next question is something else. Old he form a firm opinion on 
uoe ouliOt 3 path? "Oh, yes .' 1 3 ased on what? There was" an entrance 
Hf 16 : «o ? h 3 t^a k . CSesfc tout: dh 7 do you have a firm opinion? 

Because ic is there. It; makes about that much sense. 

■JdJ^Vb 2 - ffilor r Jtnok says the hois was not <* inches or 1.00mm. 
aj0i ' : oaiiie oojection here. Vhy wasn't he asked to '-iv^ th=> 

exact ais banco instead of his revolting "slightly." As for the x-ravs 
and. aistortion at size, 1*11 check but I doubt if he’s right — at least 
not to a degree which would salvage his main objection. 
iOJ PP. 2 o to 2 ? have me in a frenzy. "The purpose of the autopsy' 
was to determine the nature of the wounds and the cause of death, 
wnen we signed the autopsy report we were satisfied with the nature 

th ? • dlr * otlon * the cause of death. This was the 
purpose oi tne autopsy, and in my opinion ..this autopsy reoorfc fulfills 
tnis mission." HOGWASH. If Harold ever writes a series on this 
he should cell it »s 8? w*sh«. These aen did S aSeUe StS! 

^^ht‘ 3 ' l -J x w 2 Ulld t ? fc<ia antarior neck, they examined half a brain, 
ect.^and he has tne gall to make this 3tae:.ient. Further on. he 3s 

***** }/ h | h 5 s w ?ir!a opinions. "I have a firm opinion that there 
* '™ und of in the back of the neck, a wound of exit in the 

liont o t the neck...* Come on now. How can you have a firm opinion 
oil a wound which you did not sse, a wound which was described 'as 
entrance to you by one who saw it. Oser should have jumped down 
s throat fcrHan hs sjov vtp fer cjn^sttoniii'T# 
li) Here is the final proof that Flndt did not sea trie total body 
X-rays. Oser askes him on 28 if ha saw all the X-rays. "I had sa^n 

^ ? e ? n the X-ray films of the head and the radiologist 
wnoj.3 aody X-rays before we prepared. . .the autopSjTreport.' 
fils qualii ica^lou here is skiilfui, deliberate, and important f'er 
the reasons I have outlined before. Oser asks him if he viewed all 
the X-rays and he evades by saying that the radiologist reviewed 
them all ana told them that there was no bullet in the body. 

Yr 4/^ ^ Osszr finally begins to turr* the screws* Find rspeats 
that he told not to "go Into the throat area% a bad choice of 
worae wnioh Vm sure Flask understood as ^dissect* 0 At 33 Finck 
says that his role .at the autopsy was to "emphasise the wounds, to 
examine tbs wounds.." How mysterious. Also on 33 he repeats that 
there was a bruise to the top of the chest cavity which is inconsistent 

n O T*d Kill 1 _. ... »» .’i .. , ^ , 

’ cn ! t tar 'rr* 0a 3 ** 25 Oser cones off as the complete 

rod na has Fines cached into a corner and he Just casually strolls 
away • 

13 ) F lack's answer to not taking direct orders at p« 36 Is of little 
meaning. "These are not direct orders, these arc suggestions and 
directions," Navertelass, no matter how he tried to tone them 
down, no matter what eupha.Tnism he chooses to use, he obeyed. Tf* t-yi.3->r 1 
5f * r f * er ®ly suggestions and if he were merely interested in determining 
vhnt, happened, he could have "suggested" back that he be allowed to 
dissect oecause of its necessity. Alas, "when you are a Lt. Col. 
in »,he Army, you just follow orders" or more appropriately, • "suggestions. N 



Eius Flack tins slipped through our hands— ws may have sratched his 

“ a , 3 ‘ 11-1 - ai ? d in return received some of his life blood., but . - 
f orccs 3 alive*^ ft ° Gained from hia the secrets which keep these evil 
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minimal truth, I^suppofe^hat^^^ould not 3 ** wll " h minimal data containing 

fi- and tPsa many shortcomings of his V, s a " r * 

^nat is all I will 5ay . MoTOrfch«l-ss th- tiSf^ ls a slas 

Shod info?— ntlon, and, I suppose, Sch SforStiS^ * ith 

««tmfn d po™?a™“ ** thln * 3 ^ *7 «oU* although I my clear 

My Ideas on the sequence of +-> 5 *. ^hnf - 1 -,tm , - , 
see. Exactly what it means is confusiS ?f ? S as 1 C ' n 

bruise to the ton of the ri-h- w • Ifc 13 os ^ala that the 

J*f“f although* ffom »hloh dlractlo"f, S---°?Sn '’V-f 33 } 1 ' 8 ' 

sssr UK , 2 S , V 3 i&S! ??--?: .fs^tirArsti 0 

entering shot DaoaJso that entered Jo 2 » SS l ? 1 . or c fl ?® ar 
penetrated the oleural cavity the !?.£?’* t 1 11 '* OUj - d hav e actually 
not. Humes is rl^ht In SIse?ti^ th«f S° ny is ex P iicit that it did 
and lun^s were working noma^lv ° vm* “ Gaused wh «n the heart 
to Justify his per jury STSr touiS 13 Sh?? b ^ «•“ « *> afterthought 
bruise to the faros of the f r -?SiJ; , ^SS ht ?° K ". 1 attribute that 

trs„,o process ftA?S5r S^^SSLSJ *£ 

that a bullet dlnlnte.rratc^in^thifheed 781 ^! . 6 fh ? , lnck i* 
and he de^srve^ "inch cr^edi*- - V * ^|}^ s na ^ Dia.:c 9 s baby 

which will confirm Dick's nointV * o 2 00 - C £d 1S lOT " £ 3 ° d reference 
l-f I nubliHh(cs a souroe-DlS jeS™K“?ldf?)! 1 "* mmxt 

n^ioSsls“c™h 0 OT^^SS^ , io^ h ?„ a “ tOP3, TO * 8 ««“. *>d ‘he 
have seen— too piecemeal ^° 0 bviou°ly 3 tuSht! 1 ? 1 ' h »°nld Uke to 

a cherade — military brass »faq If* f v ^ ein & in cnorge was 

brass controlled what went ' ^to t'^= autopsy uid military 

I don't know. I'd b*»tt-^r ilk* tn'i^XZ' r 1 ' iiOW lauoh ths / controlled 
Neo-dazl mind has h?m kSsS^the * 2 °! polled them. Finchs 
by what they mads; him do. His attack* wno could ruin him 

“'I don’t know" * s nrd "I for rjj t H ’a I f mnss ^‘ a ’ ' 1: ^ 3 add ^co frequent 

any reasonable mar'; This S Ln ^ n0t b3 re Sarded as sincere by 

to see just what iengSo P^c?^ll d°tf fj ° f ? u “ tloe - 1 me: appalled 
For lnsta-.ee, the bit aioit th - 'hi f- - *? protoi:t his superiors, 

the he^ri ^ ^ — o „ \ r ^ ~ . J ‘ '* an a x ara 1 . na t i on of 

resi> of the tpst rvio^ ^ ^ we just i*x*om the 

testified that he examined kLl'th^Sn examined and Fleck 

and on . 1 th this but it Is StlS t l h“ X could go on 

Innocent people could be hurt* ”* 1 lSar s P 3 G ulatln^ too much for 

As far as tits out ’‘rift r* n ir 

with Harold that fche"feestiaony is disagree 

Fl-nck to see. Jfotlce his Sdod l £ *** no , fc t:ners 

see the small wound described aQ £r ? 3 he did not 

mean th.t he saw a w^T nd which ^ld ^ S-'' f a J? co ’“ dd simply 

*Z° S : Thsra 13 only one occassion i^era he ^urt? 0 ?^ °? f> tf? land > 

not, see ^nut wouiid at l ! , ' .1 _ 1 3 that, ? le did 

fuiablin^ over hi 3 wo^nis u ? v ^ tier a ns is obviously 

why it i s not there." SU of^ 0 -^ ff3 adds ” X d *>a*fc know 
that he does not know why no mention could mean 

especially since that was the que-tlon n 2 d .2 of . lt ln fche 19 6 7 report, 

q-ie^ion. Osar seized on this and Fiack 



Jumped back in with an »I did 'not see the wound of exit in t*,- 
sxin. I saw a hole of exit in the shirt. » T a " ~ xQ * ns _ 

self-savins remark, making u~* nf , This la a sort of 

singular to such scoundrels Th» iSJlf? ® e in a way whlch 

STOW* 

a nole was in tv* i ■. tii.-efn.. ... . xa * ^ ,f ' 3S i-ha snirts 

other than exit." could" play around™^ tb^hr ° e ? n soaethln S 

at the least, it shows that wltn tats, I suppose, but 

did not see 1 iound to £j ^PUoit that he 

SS^1eS;S?Lr?4m e HSef nllTx?^) D ^ *>“<** 

Hi, tfordln/is S^^PtBUSTSLy 

. r that what »* *» «*««. ». as*. 



body iwrtaat t« th. total 

KVL?! ISSr’S; 01 ^ ™ 1 &‘S£3’£J" 

portion of a bullet mss' lean sonewhere^S thJ iS^g 1 !^ “’f* \ 
Thereto really little »re I can say on 'gKjE* u £ a ’ 



which will later^ come L to n ,mind? ^ alCfl ‘ 0li3h fcher * n&T ° e >ther things 



